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1, The CINCPAC Command History 1975 is promulgated tn response to the 
direction of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 


2, This document contains information affecting the security of the 
United States within the meaning of the Espionage Laws, Title 18, U.S. 
Code, Sections 793 and 794, Transmission or revelation of its contents 
in any manner to an unauthorized person is prohibited by law. The 
material contained within this document is to be treated with the utmost 
discretion. Under no circumstances’ shall possession thereof be trans- 
ferred, or the information contained therein, be imparted to personnel 
other than those whose duties specifically require knowledge thereof. 
Information provided any individual will be the minimum required in-the. 
performance of his duties, 


3. The overall classification of the Command History is Top Secret- 

Not Releasable to Foreign Nationals, and includes Formerty Restricted Data. 
The security classification indicated for each page of this document is 
according to the highest classification of any paragraph thereon, In 
those instances when the reverse side of a page is intentionally left 
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ds The Army maintained a logistic base, but no conbat forces. U.S, Army 
Japan was the Army component of COMUS Japan. The Honshu and Okinawa garrisons 
and medical activities operated the logistic system. Headquarters IX Corps 
was a JCS-assigned, deployable force; personnel were dual-hatted on the USARJ 
staff, Deployment would require a marry-up with reserve augmentation located 
in Hawaii. There were no major facilities: small facilities were at Camp Zama, 
Sagami, and the Akizuki complex on the Mainland; and at Makiminato Service Area 
and the Camp Kuwae hospital in Okinawa. The Secretary of Defense's PBD 280cR 
would have a major impact on the Army, with a major mission change: to’maintain 
a logistic storage capability instead of-a logistic base. 


(SX. The Navy had air facilities at Atsugi and Misawa. In the Yokosuka 
comptex were fleet activities, a communication station, a ship repair facility, 
and a supply depot. These were Seventh Fleet Support activities. The drawdown 
at Sasebo was described above. : 


XS)... Marine Corps facilfties included aif. stations at: Iwakuni and Futema 

and Camps Butler, Courtney, Hansen, MecTureous, “Schwaby.and Zukeran: These 

were support facilities for deployed Fleet Marine forces, ‘The. Deputy ‘Commanding 
General Marine Corps Bases in. the Pacific (Commanding General of the Marine Corps 
Base at cane Butler) was coordinating authority. on Marine. Corps presénce and 
facilities.' —. se ef é i. Be gn ES 


Wye os 
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440L Over-the-Horizon Radar Sites 





ts), In 1974 CINCPAC had learned that the Air Force intended to close the 
440L sites at Tokorozawa, Chitose, and Awase. These were sites for forward 
scatter over-the~horizon radars, designed to detect disturbances caused in the 


1. J5171 Potnt Paper, 23 Sep 75, Subj: Political/Military Situation - Japan (U); 


J5312 Point Paper, 11 Nov 75, Subj: U.S. Force and Base Structure « Japan (U). 


2. CINCPAC Conmand History 1971, Vol. I, pp. 73-80 and all of the subsequent 
histories to the present; COMUS Japan 130030Z May 75. 
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fonosphere. by flying objects beyond the horizon. 





any On 9 February CINCPAC. informed the Secretary of Defense of continued’ 
concern over the absence of State or Defense Department guidance regarding 
notification of the Japanese. He also reemphasized the need: for prior consti] 
tation with Japan on the anticipated deactivation. 


(QQ). On 28 February a ‘joint State-Defense Se ereRent message authorized 
both the closings and consultations with host governments. The three stations 
were to be closed by July 1975 at an anticipated saving of 155 U.S, military, 
17:'U.S. civitian,.and-75 Local National personnel. The message noted that this 


was part of a worldwide phasedown of the 440L system, and that while financial 


constraints were a major factor, the decision was based on the ability of other 
detection systems to provide advance warning and assessment of enemy attack. 


Oy -In reply to the 28 February message, CINCPAC advised the Secretary of 
Defense that deactivation of the over-the-horizon stations..would not automati- 
cally result in.closure and-release of facilities to the Japanese. He listed 








“Releases would not be . 
announced to Japan until coordination had been effected among ‘the Services. 
Initial Embassy discussions would be limited to the fact. that the over-the- 





horizon facilities were closing; facility releases would be addressed through 


normal channels,4 


a GS Op Ow OD Res OWS OU OH OO Mab Oat OE GE OD ots cy ee 0 in tte 0 WAL Gh we wf Sw eee 80 em We Ge GP A AD Wt ee in an le GNA EDs GH re Hs HS Gis em Oy A Ne ee dD See Yee Sa cD OD OD A A tO 


. CINCPAC Command History 1974, Vol. 1, pp. 136-137. 
CINCPAC 0901322 Feb 75. 


} 
2. 
3. SECSTATE 045431/1/281700Z Feb 75. 
4. CINCPAC 052053Z Mar 75. 
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(U) On 2 April CINCPACAF asked about the status of the notification of the 


_. Japanese and the current classification of the sites for the purpose of noti- 


fying Local National employees and implementing real property release proceed- | 
ings. CINCPAC advised on 12 April that the Japanese were fully aware of the 
phaseout plan. and PACAF was _to proceed with appropriate follow-on actions to 
implement the deactivation. Be 


Command Arrangements and Basing - Korea . [ 


The presence of U.S. Forces in the Republic of Korea provided -a 
stabilizing influence in Northeast Asia and should be maintained. It ‘was still 
difficult to predict, but the best estimate was that moderation, dialogue, 
international pressures, and self restraint added up to no major war. South 
Korea provided a secure base for important U.S. activities in Northeast Asia 
and excellent training areas unavailable to the United States elsewhere in the 
PACOM. The force level was believed to be about right. It was psychologically 
and militarily detrimental to U.S. interests to withdraw its forces from Korea; 
unplanned reductions of U.S. ground forces without improvement of Republic of 
Korea ground forces could result in a dangerous shift of the military balance in 

_the ROK and greatly increase the danger of renewed conflict. 


ts) A specific study was made in response to a JCS request of 5 February. | 
The JCS were preparing.a study in anticipation of Congressional pressure for 
relocation or removal of the 2d Infantry Division. COMUS- Korea provided cost | 
data for relocation of the division south of. Seoul, a FY-76-81 threat analysis, 





-. and relocation/phasédown plans. He also proyided rationale on why the. 2d | 
_ biviston should not be relocated or -reduted, PS ahasrteae, cyou, 





CINCPAC believed that :the plans Provided by COMUS Korea were acceptable, 
but he did not recommend: any. drawdown. in the near term of U.S. Army ‘combat: forces 
beyond those: already programmed, concerning the 4th Missile Command aiid-the 38th 
Airy Défense Artillery Brigade. He did’ not believe that relocating part oral] 
of the.division was feasible because of the cost, the-degradation of training, 
the nonavailability of suitable real estate, and the political and psychological 
implications of such a move. He recognized that the existing force structure 
was not "forever," but he believed that the pure military requirement was not 
as important as the political? and psychological factors. The need was expected 
to lessen as the Korean forces matured and modernized. The division was a | 
1. CINCPACAF 020300Z Apr 75; CINCPAC 1200562 Apr 75; J5113 HistSum Apr 75. 
2. J5322 Point Paper, 25 Aug 75, Subj: PACOM Bases/Forward Deployments/Alternate 

Base Strategy (U}. 
3. J537 HistSum Mar 75; JCS 4324/312059Z Dec 74; COMUS Korea 220610Z Jan 75, 

250315Z Jan 75, and 250520Z Jan 75. | 
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Soviet design, construction, techniques, materia] and equipment with substantial 
numbers of Russians in the area. Bartlett said he saw a STYX missile crate, 
fuel tanks of Soviet construction and a Soviet barracks ship, as well as an 
airport under construction. 


(U) These articles were followed on 8 July with another Associated Press 
story citing, "U.S. intelligence..." reports that about 3,000 Soviet specialists 
were manning the growing Russian military complex at Somalia. At least one 
Soviet admiral was said to have been seen on shore and'was believed to be in 
command. This article also reported the construction of an underground facility 
reinforced with thousands of tons of concrete and steel about eight miles south- 
west of Berbera but, "U.S. analysts do not yet know its purpose.” A major new 
Soviet airfield was expected to be operational by the end of the year, “...an 
Intelligence. report says." The Soviet communication station at Berbera would 
serve the Russian naval force in the Indian Ocean, the article stated, also 
noting that Soviet naval operations in the Indian Ocean were expected to 
increase with the reopening of the Suez Canal. : 


The Intelligence Assessment? 


Although the U.S.-Russian SALT II negotiations.were begun in January 
1975, negotiations became deadlocked over technical issues such as the Soviet 
BACKFIRE bomber and U.S. cruise missiles. As a result, the planned Brezhnev- 
Ford summit to announce the final terms of a 10-year SAL Treaty was not held in 
1975, Meanwhile, Soviet leaders repeatedly stated that detente would not be 
allowed to interfere with their efforts in the ideological conflict with the 
West. a as 


(§) In the Soviet armed forces, the main trends of Soviet naval activity 
continued. The upgrading of conventional naval and: merchant marine fleet 
capabilities was paralleled by improvements in naval strategic systems. Although 
worldwide depjoyed ship days decreased by.9:4 percent from 1974~«the first such 
decline in at least 11 years, the Soviet Navy's ability to conduct coordinated 
"blue water" operations was thoroughly demonstrated during the April 1975_ 
worldwide naval exercise.. Submarine activity out~of-area' (00A) detreasdit 7.8 
percent, but Paciftc. submarine’ activity increased® by: 4.1 -pércant. 


1, Honolulu Star-Bulletin, 5 dul 75 and 7 Jul 75, datelines Mogadishu, Somalia 
(UPI) and Washington (AP) resp. 

2. Honolulu Star-Bulletin, 8 Jul 75, dateline Washington (AP). 

3. This assessment is based on COMIPAC Special Rpt 02-76, DTG-1422457. Feb 76, 


unless otherwise noted. 
“SEBRET 








SECRET 

coe The average number of deployed.naval units in the Pacific was, 18-19 

shfps and in the Indian Ocean:19-20 ships. Total naval activity in ship days 
was 8.7 percent less in the Pacific and over 33 percent less in the Indian Ocean. 
The latter figure reflected the decrease from inflated 1972-74 Indian Ocean 
ship days caused by harbor/mineclearing operations. Amphibious activity 
increased more than 16 percent worldwide, and intelligence collection patrols 
were resumed off the U.S. West Coast in July for the first time since 
January 1973. 


One DELTA-class nuclear ballistic missile submarine (SSBN) completed 
sea trials and was considered to have reached operational status during 1975. _ 
In late November a new KRIVAK-class destroyer arrived in Pacific waters after _ 
operations in the Indian Ocean, Support capabilities in the Western Indian 
Ocean improved in December with the arrival of a floating dry dock at Berbera, 
Somalia, and naval reconnaissance aircraft operated successfully from Somalia 
on two occasions during the year. The established Soviet presence in Somalia 
provided the Soviet Union with an excellent logistic base from which to monitor 
or interdict vital oi] routes to and from the Persian Gulf. 


Soviet air defense and tactical air forces in the Far East received 
the’ latest generation aircraft during 1975. The SU-19 FENCER was added in 
April; the MIG-23 FLOGGER was added in Mongolia in June; the initial appearance 
of IL-20 COOT-A intelligence collectors was noted in July; and MIG-25 FOXBATS 
appeared in August. Other air activities included commercial supersonic 
transport operations; vertical short take-off and landing (VSTOL) tests from 
the KIEV carrier; the initia? assignment of FENCERS to the Soviet Navy; and the 
operational deployment of BACKFIRE bombers to the Naval Air Force and long 
range aviation. 


In air defense, the Soviets introduced the SA-5 GAMMON surface-to- 
air (SAM) missile system to Petropavlovsk on the Kamchatka Peninsula. , 
Although a decrease of two maneuver divisions in the Soviet Far East occurred 
in 1975, the strength estimate remained relatively equal based on the recognition 


‘of two new airmobile brigades, one new motorized rifle training division, and 


the upgrading of one tank and one motorized rifle division, 


Ut The Soviet equipment modernization program was continued during 1975, 
including new generations of fighting vehicles, self-propelled field artillery, 
new SAMS, river crossing equipment and improved communications equipment. 


A 12 June working paper produced by the Intelligence Center, Pacific 
(IPAC) detailed the airfield development in Somalia, citing four airfields 
with permanent surface runways greater than 7,500 feet and one airfield under 
construction. Other facilities available to the Russians in the Indian Ocean i 


SEBRET | | 
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region included areas of Aden, the Iraqi ports. of Unm Qa$r and Al Basrah and 
bunkering rights at Port Louis, Mauritius. Anchorage areas included Socotra, 
the Chagos Archipelago, Fortune Bank, the Seychelles and Cargados Carajos. 


Ys) A 9 July 197 RE esas confirmed the speculative press. 
reports regarding the Berbera buildup by the Soviet Union as related by the 
congressional delegation. When members of the inspection group identified a 


STYX missile crate, they were told that the Somalis had STYX missiles but did 


not yet have the boats on which to install them, U.S. technicians with: the 
group confirmed that the check-out building was capable of handling a wide 


‘ range of Soviet Navy missiles and was larger than would be required to handle 


the STYX missile alone.¢ 


Sm NO Yh A SH OO PO ab OY OD Ss OO Ow me MD YD em om my Oise my Om ee ee ee 


1. 


TPAC Point Paper, 12 dun. 75, Subj:. Soviet Naval. Activities -and:Raal ities 


in the Indian Ocean. 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


SECTION II--PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 


St Ean SAP AT are Pe eh 


The Unclassified Threat 





(U) In mid-August a New York Times Service article datelined Hong Kong 
asserted that the PRC had quietly built up. the world's third largest navy. 
Although PRC naval vessels cantinued to confine operations to the Yellow, East, 
and South China Seas, "...military specialists acknowledge that the Chinese 
Navy has become a formidable fighting force." The article attributed to the 
International. Institute for Strategic Studies in London a figure of 230,000 
officers and men ijn the PRC Navy. This was more than the French and British 
navies combined. The Chinese were reported to have more than 1,000 vessels 
in their Fleet, 60 submarines including one possibly nuclear powered, and 600 
aircraft in their Jand-based naval arm. The JSDF director general was alleged 
to have disclosed that Chinese planes were observing Soviet naval maneuvers 
in the Yellow Sea. The article continued that, according to naval specialists, 
the PRC had developed a fleet of 700 fast missile, gun and torpedo boats, more 
than 100 of which were comparable to the Soviet KOMAR armed with surface-to- 
surface missiles. 


(U) This article from Hong Kong was followed by a Honolutu newspaper 
editorial which repeated the information and noted that the emergence of the PRC 
Navy was quite a change for a nation with no past naval tradition and leaders 
who came to power as land-based guerrillas. The editorial noted that the 
new PRC naval power was an additional Fagtor for Russia, Japan, Korea, Taiwan, 
and Southeast Asian nations to consider. 


(U) On 17 October the Associated Press carried a denial by, "military 
intelligence sources" that Communist China had deployed Jong range missiles 
capable of striking Moscow. The "sources" stated that three or four silos for 
such missiles had been built in Western China, but that the silos were empty. 
This was followed by a United Press International release stating that U.S. 
intelligence’ sources had told Congress that the PRC had, "encountered difficulty 
in developing a POLARIS-type nuclear submarine or a long-range missile capable 
of hitting the United States." The story attributed these statements to 
Lieutenant General Graham, DIA director and William Colby, CIA director. 


Se ae ae Owe eS Oat Mat aR Sy Lett a A Ga SA Sem Sah Set SAO AE tb es tm ne cs SD sm ns ey ae tee Nap rt ht TOS OD tet aie tte Oe OO wet tt ie fs ey 


1. Honolulu Star-Bulletin, 14 Aug 75, “China Quietly Builds World's 3rd Largest 
Navy" by Fox Butterfield, dateline Hong Kong (N.Y.T.S.). 

2. Honolulu Star-Bulletin, 15 Aug 75, edit. 

3. CINCPAC ALPHA 94/172146Z Oct 75 and ALPHA 240/2619282 Oct 75. 
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The Intelligence Assessment! 


(sy Communist Chinese military affairs were highlighted by signs of 
growing concentration on professional development, improvement of weapon systems 
and a more extensive role for the Navy. The People's Liberation Army (PLA) 
appeared to have acquired growing respectability and gave some evidence of 
support to military professionalism. Atl major PLA leadership positions had 
been filled, mostly with professionals including a number of rehabilitated 
officers purged during the cultural revolution. 


48} Leadership changes at regional and lower levels, rumors of major unit 
movements and the adoption of a new unit designation system all suggested 
housecleaning by a newly-confident general staff. The use of PLA forces 
in quelling disturbances seemed to indicate confidence in the military and 
possibly consensus between government moderates and the Army. 


ee oe ey we we Se ee te Sam ome me SE ta OD US OY OP OD OFS ney eh eh OD OO OO ae OO Owe OD Oe le YD OD OD Oo tee Pn Ole ee ee Oe wt EO fre EO Me ke 


1. Based on COMIPAC Spec Rpt 02-76, DTG 1422452 Feb 76. 
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towed array of hydrophones. Although considered to be still in the research ~ 
and development stage, it was considered that the technology already existed. 
The Navy had adapted the Advanced Research Projects Agency's LAMBDA experimen- 
tal array. The Navy's Long Range Acoustic Propagation Project, however, that 
had originally scheduled an acoustic survey of the Indian Ocean in the summer 
of 1975 had been postponed more than once to at least autumn in 1976. CINCPAC 
staff people had proposed to the project manager that the SEISMIC EXPLORER 

go without other scientific ships, but the manager believed he had to wait to 
go into the Indian Ocean until he could take his entire flotilla and eeariiee 
more comprehensive bathymetry and acoustic data. 


Sea: of Okhotsk ty 


- ( On 20 May CINCPACFLT forwarded a pian for a task unit of two ships 
to conduct operations in the Sea of Okhotsk. Surface units had last conducted 
operations there in November 1971. The proposed excursion would provide 
continued support for the position that the Sea of Okhotsk was an international 
body of water with a continuing right of the United States to navigate or.. 


overfly it. CINCPACFLT noted that he anticipated that’ the excursion would. draw 


Soviet surveillance from surface and air units and thus provide an opportunity 
for intelligence collection, CINCPAC concurred and so advised the JCS, . 
recommending early approval. go ed 





.(U)> Task Unit 75.4.1, comprised of USS HORNE (CG-33) and USS. LEONARD. F. 
MASON (DD-852}, supported by VP/VQ aircraft, entered via La Perouse Stratt- 
on 15 September, proceded to a position at 49°50' North, 150° East, and then 
exited via Proliv (Strait) Bussol' on 17 September. A report of the operation 
was forwarded to CINCPAC from CINCPACFLT on 20 September. 4 


Sea_ of Japan 


. Eh Task Force 77.7 deployed to the Sea of Japan during the period - 
27-31 October. Commander, Carrier Group 5 embarked on. USS KITTY HAWK (CVA-63) 


commanding; atso in the task force were USS REEVES (CG-24), USS PARSONS (CVA-63), 


and USS HAROLD E. HOLT (FF-1074). The excursion provided an opportunity to 


1. J34 Point Papers, 7 May 75, Subj: Indian Ocean Undersea Surveillance (U) and 


5 Aug 75, Subj: Acoustic Survey in Indian Ocean (U), 
2. CINCPACFLT 2022052 May 75; CINCPAC 221930Z May 75. 

<73, JCS 4149/282205Z Aug 75, 

4, J313 HistSum Sep 75; CINCPACFLT 2006042 Sep 75, 
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- oF ‘thé’ Indian: Ocean,. with primary emphasis, ‘oh the: area north ° Of. the’ "aqua 
sa in ‘support of Naval. O¢ednographic™ Office: requirethents: to locate-ang. 

. acoustic provinces 4n-the regioni™.'As discussed. in. the “1974 <CINCPAB:: 

- 9 the Royal. Thai Goverriment ‘had first requested a istanddown: of 417" reg 
“ -Genducted from-Thaftand. Tt was’ finally. agreed ‘that: ‘Pe8s. ‘could: regu 
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observe Soviet air and surface activity at close hand. On 28 October a 
minimum of 30 Soviet TU-16 (BADGER) aircraft conducted probable air-to- 
surface missile strike simulations against KITTY HAWK. Incoming aircraft 
were intercepted by tactical aircraft from the carrier. On 30 October a 
combined USAF-USN-ROK Air Force air defense exercise was conducted. The 
task group, which had entered the Sea of Japan through the Tsugaru Strait, 
exited through the Tsushima Strait. The objective of providing a: U.S.. Navy 
presence in the Sea of Japan supporting freedom of the seas and the right 

of free passage was accomplished. A CINCPAC computer printout on the status- 
of-actions log was maintained on the excursion. 


Air Operations and Basing in the Indian Ocean/Arabian Sea 


Airborne surveillance of the Indian Ocean was conducted by Navy P- 3 


- ° ayreraft operating from Diego Garcia. and Bandar. Abbas with support. fron 
_. "YeTapao, Thailend and: Cubi- Point. in: the. Philippines... © “The ‘maxtinum operating.” 
» *“pange of the P-3-was ‘appréximately 1,800 nautical miles... ‘The. flights’. ney 
‘provided anti submarine warfare. support and: Soviet’ naval. ‘ship’ pos #tfon. ‘data: 
_ ~ for any. U.S. Navy: task - ‘group deployed in’ the Tndian: ‘Ocean... They-also: _provided 
“accurate position and movement data for merchant: shippitgy” {reluddi 4 













activity... In the sumtier. of 1975 they: were: aise engaged . an. an: ‘dcnust: 


logistics. and administrative flights using bases | in. ‘Thatland,., ‘bat tha at 


“reconnaissance operations in the Indian Ocean by P-3s that tak off From aver 


Thai bases were prohibited until such flights had landed at a.base outside 
of Thailand. 


YS) In mid-1975 P-3 flights were as follows:9 


e The Eastern Indian Ocean was covered by 10 flights 
per month, 9 from Diego Garcia and 1 from Cocos..Island..- 


e The Western Indian Ocean was covered by 30 flights 
per month operating from Diego Garcia and Bandar Abbas. 


pan ee ee wm cae a Ae OS DY OS eh gat ED HA OP OD OT A as a me SS SS Ow OO lt Om PDO MP AE OU OE SON me rw se es SES MS 


1. J313 HistSum Oct 75; CINCPACFLT 020217Z Nov 75. 
2,. J314 Point Papers, 15 May and 23 Jun 75, Subj: Indian Ocean VP Operations; 


CINCPAC Command History 1974, Vol. II, pp. 580-584. 
3. J314 Point Paper, 23 Jun 75, Subj: Indtan Ocean VP Operations. 
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